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Go, wiſer thou | and in thy Scale of Serie 
Weigh thy Opinion againſt, 
Call Impetfection what thou fanci'ſt ſuch, 
Say, here he gives too little, there too much 
Deſtroy all ——— for thy ſport or guſt, 
Yet cry, If , he's unjuſt. _. | 
A. Pope's ES. on Man, E. I. y 113118. 
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SHORT REPLY, &. 


10 R Holloway, though he thought, be 
5 M ſaw no neceſſity for finiſhing his An- 
V fwer, yet, as he hath been provaked, 
fays he, by the-Bea#s which ſame Perſons haue 
flung out, hath of late publiſhed his few Rex 
marks on Dr ShARe's Pieces on tbe wards 
Elohim and Berith. in 
« To ſhew, in a few Inſtances, the Weak. 
1% neſs of ſome Parts of his (the Doctor's) Cri- 
«« ticiſms wherein his main ſtrength is ſup 
* to lie. Which being done, tho' in bes 
% may perhaps replace Matters, as to the in- 
<« terpretation of thoſe words, in the ftafe 
e wherein they were before the Doctor wrote,” 
They continue ſtill in the ſame fate they 
were in before Me H—— y, Mr H, Kc. 
wrote; and to which there is done no harm by 
the violence of the Innovators, tho' there is 
much to not well grounded Cbhriſtians, and to 
thoſe eſpecially who affect always (pity I) no- 
thing but mere novelty ; and there is donc #0 
Jeſs injury to many well-meaning lovers of the 
* | B ſacred 


| | [2] 
facred oracles, than an indignity is offered td 

| the Holy Scriptures themſelves. | 

| «© Which—may perhaps replace Matters 

. in the tate, &c.” 

Indeed Mr H, Remarks and Inſtances, 
as well as all the Endeavours of the ſanguine 
Sectaries, (not perhaps, but certainly) may, not 
replace, but, eſtabliſh the Truth maintained by 
the Doctor; whereas it, as evident truth, is in- 
capable of being ever falſified, or even weaken- 
ed by them. For what can the rain, the floods, 
the winds do againſt the houſe founded on @ 
rock? Wor £1 
And ſo there is /eft no occaſion for a longer 
and more minute Diſputation, on Mr H Y's 
(or any one's) part, about thoſe Words. | 
Which Boaſts ſome Perſons (tho' no way 
te concerned, I believe, with the DoFor) have 
« flung out.” | 

If they were (no way, or) not concerned with 
the Doftor by way of oppoling (themſelves to 
him, and) his Performance ; how could they 
have flung out any Boaſts? Am ] not concerned 
at preſent with Mr H——y ? 1 believe, I am. 


Says he, page 4,—* Theſe Pieces do, at firſt 

ce fight, appear to aim at being vague and un- PF 

« certain. They tend to unhinge every thing, Wl 

t and ſettle nothing.“ , N 
We pay the contrary compliments —All he 

Pieces, and Opinions, of the ſanguine H——nn's 

do, at firſt fight, appear to aim at being N 


% 


; 


ſanguine H | 
ſettling every thing how unaccountable ſoever, 


131 

bold and certain. They tend to ſettle every thing, 
and unbinge nothing, It is ſo at firſt fight : but 
what will come to paſs afterwards upon the 
cloſer Inquiry ? There will appear every thing 
(unjuſt,) uncertain, unſettled, and unhinged. 
How great will be the fall of the houſe built 
upon the ſand; when the rain will deſcend, and 
the floods come, and the winds blow and beat 
upon it ! | | 2 

I muſt own, and every ſerious and impartial 
Man, even whoſe judgment is conſiderably bet- 
ter than mine, muſt agree with me, that all the 
uns are as reſolute: and bold in 


as any part or generation of mankind could ever 
be thought of. F 
I beg leave to detain the Reader here a little 
while. What can be, in many reſpects, a bolder 
preſumption than that of the Fidus Editor of 
M. de Calaſſo s, in altering that one paſſage of as 
great conſequence as any? How many thanks 
he obliges us to return him for this happy 
emendation ! | I Is 
« Vnum modo locum excipias, eumque tam 
© magni quidem momenti, ut criminis duxiſſem 
te ſane, fi emendare neglexiflem,” 5 
Scilicet, criminis laefae magnae illius autto- 
ritatis Hutchinſonianae ! Is it then fo deciſive? 


1t is pretended to be no leſs deciſive than is that 


upon the Seven Hills ! | 
« Cri minis duxiſſet ſane” !' Sane criminis lae- 


| Jae auctoritatis Magiſtri ſui! Ego uero criminis 


laeſae conſcientiae, laeſae neritatis, - Jae/ae aucto- 
B 2 ritatis 


— — 


[4] 
ritatis Oraculorum Diuinorum, laeſae denique 
pietatis omnium hac de re publica bene merito- 
rum, ducerem ſane ; tantam fi retuſum tepreſ- 
ſumue non irem audaciam, I fay, I ſhould 
| think myſelf equally guilty with this Fidus E- i 
| ditor; if I would not (even join with others to) 
wreſtle that paſſage and the conſtruction of the 
word ©7728 out of his and his preſumptuous 
Maſter's and all his ſanguine Fellow-Advocates's 
violent hands. | 
te Hoc qpt imo feci ani mo. (Sed non optimo 
factum animo). Upon the abovementioned /e- 
ven Hills they do jo too. | | 

e Nec plus uice fmplici,” Atqui animum 
ſuum erga nos alioſque optimum debebat facere 
longe teſtatiorem ! Why did he not venture to 
do fo more than once, with the ſame preſump- 
tuouſneſs as here; or why did he fo here rather 
than any where elle ? Could one have not ſome 
or other reaſon to alter or correct de Calaſio, in 
ſome hundred places ? f- 

« Spero igitur et ignoſcendum.” Ignaſci mus, 
et ſperamus tantum, non errorem modo, ſed, 
crimen ab fido hoc Editore tamdem aliquando 
agnoſcendum. | «016 

« Criminis duxiſſet, fi emendare neglexiſſe:.” 

Atquiemendando quantum commilſit crimen / 
He happened to ftrain at a gnat, and ſwallow 
a camel, | | 

This is then his and his ſanguine Compa- 
nion's ſcandalous yet favourite way of endea- 
vouring to ſettle every thing, Irrita conamina ! -.. 
l Parturiunt montes ; naſcetur ridiculus mus ! 
I put 


(5] 
I put here the caſe of, at leaſt, three or four 
H——n's whoſe writings I am particularly 


= determinate ſenſe of the Scripture : (I might 

& eaſily produce an Inſtance of this; but it would 
make me dwell too much upon this Point, with- 
out the circle). One ſays, and aſſerts poſitively, 
it is white; the other, black; the third, green; 
and the fourth, red: If they would put and 
compare all the fourfold Votes together ; them- 
ſelves could not but as well judge as I, that all 
the four cannot be true; then either none, or 
only one, of them muſt be ſo: Conſequently it 


is evident what they have at firſt ſertled, muſt be 


unſettled afterwards. 

But the Doctor is ſo conſiderate as not to 
preſume to /effle any thing, by his authority, 
only propound what he hath to offer, as his own 
ſentiment and of others, and leaveth to the 
judgment of his Readers: as he would have ad- 
viſed and wiſhed Mr R——e had done, 
| To return to Mr H——y, He fays ibid. — 


« They (the Scriptures) are no way lax or 
„ doubiful.” ws 


But the Gouſſetian Metaphyfick and H——n- 


ian Philoſophy make them too lax and doubt- 
Ful. For, as the firft is very apt to form thou- 
ſands of thouſands of Entia Rationis , fo. the 
latter is (or at leaſt endeavours always) todraw 
a Centrifuga, viz. to miſs the centre and com- 
P8js < it is alſo apt to argue in like manner as, 


acquainted with: They endeavour to /eftle each 
his own Notion and conſtruction as a fixed and 


—_— — — W - 


[6] | 
(non, edimus ut uiuamus, ſed) uiuimus ut eda- 
mus | or, if I ſhould ſet out fuel, &c. to be 
fired by the fun , the ſun by the help of azr and 
light, would kindle it ; therefore I would con- 
clude, the Sun, the air and the /ight were 
created for this very end ! or, Chriſt turned the 
water into wine, to ſhew what effect might the 
power of the Natural Agents, Air, Light, &c. 
produce therein! In a word, conſidering the 
(nobody knows what) myſtical interpretation of 
many Terms and Roots, the Few:/b Cabala was 
ſucceeded, ſome years ſince, by a New one. But 
all this is ow:ng fo ſome weakneſs, vanity, preju- 
dice, or other fault in the Author and his Ad- 
mirers themſelves, Ant | 
Page 5, 6, The Doctor - preſuming there 
t was in reality no Divine Covenant at all, 
« prior to the covenant which was made (as 
« people ufually term it) with Abraham, &c. 
t (viz. before the creation), 
It is evidently falſe : for the Doctor plainly 
expreſſes himſelf, p. 42, thus“ And this (ſee 
« what preceeds) cometh under the nature and 
« condition of @ covenant eſtabliſhed between 
« them (the Father and the Son) and 1s repre- 
« ſented as ſuch.” And what the Doctor diſ- 
owns and cannot bear to hear of is only the 
manner of the covenanting of the Divine Per- 
ſons, as it is miſtaken and propounded by Mr 
H n according to his (ſhocking Doctrine, 
and) groſs conception, which, I ſhould fay, is 
but a little or ſcarce better than that of an An- 


thropomorphite, Concerning which manner the 
Doctor 


171 

Doctor ſays, p. 43.—“ But as for their ſwear- 
« ing to each other, or laying themſelves under 

-& A conditional execration, or penalty for the 
, due performance of the Oath, there is no- 
te thing, 1 preſume, in Scripture to counte- 
© nance it.” 
The covenant then entered into by the Divine 
Perſons, from all eternity, and the manner of 
it, we humbly conceive, is juſt ſo as the Do- 
Qor declares it, p. 42, 43.—“ Whatever is re- 
« preſented in Scripture as a pact, or covenant 
« between the Father and the Son, for the Re- 
= < demption of Mankind, amounts to no more 

than the Will and Pleaſure. of the Father, 

ec freely giving his Son for a Saviour ; and the 
« Will and free conſent of the Son to fulfil the 
« Pleaſure of the Father : At leaſt there is no 
ce repreſentation of this antemundane tranſaction, 
& whatever it was, that gives us any other con- 
ce ception of it, than that of a mutual compact 
« or concurrence of their Will in the exhibition 
& of his mercy to loſt man,” 

Page 6, Mr H fays—* And this co- 
« venant was. ſo properly Theirs, that with re- 
te ſpect of the part which mankind were after- 
« wards graciouſly called to. we are not to 
& ſay, It was made with Men, but that it was 
« revealed, brought on, given, and communi- 
« cated to Men.” 

True, it was revealed, &c, to Men ; but that 
it was alſo made with Men, cannot be denied : 
for, though we were not preſent when that ca- 
venant was made, yet our Mediator gave his free 


con- 


181 
conſent in our behalf: So that he himſelf per- 
forms the conditions we were and ought, but are 
unable, to perform on our part, partly by Him- 

felF and partly in us; ſince he by the Grace of 
his Holy Spirit enables us to fulfil the articles 
| agreed upon, And that God made covenant 
| with Men; Mr H. — , Mr C—f, Mr B 
who ſo largely ſpeaks to in the courſe of his 
book, and Mr A—6 alfo, are on my fide. 
| Page 7—“ Now, what were the Works fi- 
| &« niſhed before, or from before the foundation of i 
| « the world (Heb. iv. 5)? I anſwer, thoſe of 
be the Promiſe, Threatning, and Oath, relatin 
« to the Reft; and conſequently the Ref itf 
« alſo.“ 
Mr Hy is under a great miſtake, (1) ta- 
king aro for before, and ſo from the foundation 
of the world, for before or from before, &c. 
(though, in the Hebrew, the acceptation of 19 
for before, or from before, may be ſometimes ju- 
ſtified ): for (2) by the Works naturally are to 
be underſtood, I think, the Yorks of the Crea- 
ation, as the context informs us V 4, And God 
did reft the ſeventh day from all his Works. 
So that to enter, or not to enter, into His reſt, 
properly or primarily means to reſt, or not to 
ceaſe, from one's own Works, as He did from 
His; ſee Y 10. And the promiſe of entring into 
His reſt relates, literally, to the reſt in Ca- 
i naan, which was a figure of the heavenly reſt 
'x of the faithful, which, as it will be everlaſting, 
| was alſo ſignified by the God's reft after the 
creation of His works, whereas he having once 


+73 
ceaſed from them will continue — for 
ever. 

In the whole then it appears that, as it is incon- 
ſiſtent with the Apoſtle's diſconrſe to ſay, the 
= © works finiſhed before the foundation of the 
= << world were thoſe of the promiſe, threatning 
« and oath relating to the reſt, and conſequent- 
« ly the reſt itſelf alſo”; fo to ſay, the works 

« finiſhed from the foundation of the world were 
« thoſe of the promiſe, threatning and oath re- 
« lating to the Ref? &c. conſidering the con- 
text, is egregious Nonſenſe ; Dough, if I would 
ſay, the conſequence of the works finiſhed from 


the foundation of the world was the reſt of God, 
it would be Senſe. 


From hence, I think, eaſily may Mr 8 
collect, that 3) his Criticiſm on this paflage, 

as well as his opinion of the Holy © Apoſtle' : 
« correfting himſelf with an Adverſative Al- 
« though,” is haſty or raſh and inaccurate. He 
lays—* The Apoſtle, after ſpeaking of this 
« Oath (viz, the promiſe to bring ſome men to 
« enter into bis Reft, and exclude others) of 

* God; as declared in time to 1/rael, corrects 
c « Bimſef with an adverſative Although— Al- 
tbougb the works were finiſhed from (i. be- 
« fore) the foundation of the world.. 

I ſee plainly what he means; to wit, as if 
the Apoſtle had ſaid, God hath promiſed = 
vorn in the wilderneſs to bring ſome men into 
his Reft, &c; although he had promiſed it (by 
an oath) before the foundation of the world. Ei- 
ther Mr H——y himſelf muſt acknowledge and 


C con- 


[3] 
conſent in our behalf: So that he himſelf per- 
forms the conditions we were and ought, but are 
unable, to perform on our part, partly by Him- 
fel and partly in us; fince he by the Grace of 
his Holy Spirit enables us to fulfil the articles 
agreed upon, And that God made covenant 
with Men, Mr H. u, Mr C—f, Mr B 
who ſo largely ſpeaks to in the courſe of his 
book, and Mr A—6 alſo, are on my fide. 

Page 7—“ Now, what were the Works f- 
ce niſhed before, or from before the foundation of 
« the world (Heb. iv. 5)? I anſwer, thoſe of 
te the Promiſe, Threatning, and Oath, relating 
60 the Reſt; and conſequently the Reft itſelf 
« alſo.” 

Mr Hy is under a great miſtake, (1) ta- 
king aro for before, and ſo from the foundation 
of the world, for before or from before, &c. 
(though, in the Hebrew, the acceptation of 9 
for before, or from before, may be ſometimes ju- 
ſtified ): for (2) by the Works naturally are to 
be underſtood, I think, the Works of the Crea- 
ation, as the context informs us V 4, And God 
did reft the ſeventh day from all his Works. 
So that to enter, or not to enter, into His reſt, 
properly or primarily means 10 reſt, or not to 
ceaſe, from one's own Works, as He did from 
His; ſee V 10. And the promiſe of entring into 


His reſt relates, literally, to the reſt in Ca- 7 


naan, which was a figure of the heavenly reſt 
of the faithful, which, as it will be everlaſting, 
was alſo ſignified by the God's reft after the 
creation of His works, whereas he having once 


I ceaſed 


[9] 
ceaſed from them will continue reſting for 
ever. 

In the whole then it appears that, as it is incon- 
ſiſtent with the Apoſtle's diſcourſe to ſay, © the 
« works finiſhed before the foundation of the 
ce world were thoſe of the promiſe, threatning 


and oath relating to the reſt, and conſequent- 


« ly the reſt itſelf alſo”; ſo to ſay, the works 
&« finiſhed from the foundation of the world were 
« thoſe of the promiſe, threatning and oath re- 


= < lating to the Reft &c.” conſidering the con- 


text, is egregious Nonſenſe ; though, if I would 
ſay, the conſequence of the works finiſbed from 


þ | the foundation of the world was the reſt of God, 


it would be Senſe. 

From hence, I think, eaſily may Mr H——y 
collect, that (3) his Criticiſm on this paſſage, 
as well as his opinion of the Holy “ Apoſtle's 
e correcting himſelf with an Adverſative Al- 
« though,” is haſty or raſh and inaccurate, He 
lays—* The Apoſtle, after ſpeaking of this 
« Oath (viz, the promiſe to bring ſome men to 
« enter into his Reſt, and exclude others) of 
« God; as declared in time to 1/rael, corrects 


= < himſelf with an adverſative Although— Al- 
7 < 7hough the works were finiſhed from (i. be- 


« fore) the foundation of the world.” | 
I fee plainly what he means; to wit, as if 


9 the Apoſtle had ſaid, God hath promiſed and 


ſworn 1n the wilderneſs to bring ſome men into 


his Reft, &c; although he had promiſed it (by 
an oath) before the foundation of the world. Ei- 
ther Mr H -n himſelf muſt acknowledge and 

C con- 


(10) 

confeſs ſincerely the great violence he was 
pleaſed to offer on this paſſage, or I muſt beg 
leave to reiort upon him what he ſays p. 5— 
© The Scripiures for ever will declare and ex- 
ce plain themſelves to all that underſtand, &c.“ 
But they do not declare and explain themſelves to 
Mr H—=y ; becauſe he doth net underſtand : 

and he {lens to theſe ſoothing Siren's Notes of 
ſupineneſs, and inattention tothe terms er words 
of the Truth. After he, according to his manner 
of explaining the Scriptures, hath, as he thinks, 

proved, that (as if) God promiſed &c. before 
the foundation of the world; it is, he ſuppoſes, 


enough for him, and cares not whethe# he hath. 


done it by violence or inattention, or not, Let 
him know that the adver/ative Although (as he 
calls it; but really ad is not an adverſative 
here) is to be referred, not to, God bath fivorn 
in his wrath (and ſo not in oppoſition to his 
Oath wade in time), but, to Ay Reſt ;, rard- 
TavTiv ps Kai T tyw αι % Ku)aCoNi; u 
ern N ti un, In icquiem meam, et quidem (idque) 
operibus a fundatione mundi fats, 1. e. poſtea 
quam opera ad finem eſſent deducta. Which 
Re/t ¶ muſt repeat again, left Mr H y, or 
ſome other Readers, willingly forgetful, fpould 
let it flip), as it will continue for evermore, was 
the type of our heavenly and everlaſting Ref 
from our labours, troubles, and wars with the 

Devil, the World, and the Sin. | 
From which foregoing reaſoning it follows 
evidently, that Mr H | 
when he ſays p. 9. J. 22—* The Apoſtle faid, | 
that 


y is entirely miſtaken: 


[21 ] 
* that the Works of the Oath and Promiſe were 
« finiſhed before the world.” | 

But ſuppoſing this rendering before the foun- 
dation of the world, allowed ; yet the works 
were finiſhed amount to no more than God's 
having decreed them : which decree of God is 
as immutable as fafum infectum fieri nequit. 
According to. which decree though God had 
fore-ordained whatever in time afterwards was 
revealed and made promiſe of; yet it cannot 
properly be ſaid, he had promiſed, and much 

leſs, he ſorn, when there were no creatures; 
ſince the Divine Perſons themſelves could not 
want any ſuch aſſurance from each other. 

| So then what Mr H——-y ſays p. 8, 9. re- 
* ferring the Divine Oath and Promiſe declared 
C in the world, to the high Originals of the 
« ſame before the world,” all will be right, if 
« he take Originals for the Decree. 

Again, if any one would mean any thing elſe 
by The works were finiſhed than they were de- 
creed or .fore-ordained, it would not be fo true 

cauſe the works of God, as to our conception, 
I think, cannot be properly ſaid works without 
being demonſtrated, which demonſtration ſcems 
to have no place before (1) any creature was. 
And conſequently, the pretended promiſe, threat 
ning, and oath, viz. conſideted according to this 
Champion's groſs conception, cannot be faid to 
have been done before the creation ;. or ſuppoſ- 
ing them to have been, yet they cannot be ſaid 
Works, becauſe they, as works, ſhould have re- 

C2 quired 


[ 12 ] 

quired (2) ſome ſucceſſive time, ſuppoſe, at leaſt, 
7.27.2 of one minute. Whatever then in Scripture 
is laid to have been before the world, and under 
whatſoever notion it cometh, it is what we juſt- 
ly call Decree, which is coeternal with the 
Deity itſelf. | 
I cannot help comparing the above declared 
obſervation with Mr A—b's Pp. 22. There is 
cited (I Pet. i. uo God promiſed eternal Life 
« before the world began.” Not to urge that 
this ſentence is not to be met with in I Pet. i. 
20 (but in Tit. i. 2); becauſe, I ſuppoſe, Mr 
A—b refers that quotation to the foregoing ſen- 
tence ; only the point is not well placed, which 
ought to ſtand after (I Pet. i. 20). It is a great 
deal more to own, God made a covenant before 
the creation, than to own, God promiſed eternal 
life before the world began : therefore if we al- 
low the firſt, why may we not allow the 
latter, viz, both according to our conception, 
and not according to that of the H ns? As 
then we take the Covenant between the Fa- 
ther and the Son to be merely the Vill and Plea- 
ſure of the Father, freely giving his Son for a 
| Saviour ; and the Will and free conſent of the 
4 Son to fulfil the Pleaſure of the Father :* So, 


b God promiſed eternal life, we take thus, He 


willingly decreed, or ordained and allowed it in 
his Son and for his fake. Which notion of Co- 
venant and Promiſe is only accommodated to our 
manner of conceiving that eternal tranſaction as 
ſuch; and which therefore giveth us a more 
ſenfible impreſſion, 
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Page 9—* But here ſome may be apt to ob- 
tt jet—that the Word of the Oath, mentioned 
e at the cloſe of the 4 Chapter of this Epiſtle 
« to the Hebrews, is expreſſed to have been 
« fince the Law.” 

But there is (at the cloſe) no mention at all 
of the word of the cath. As therefore word of 
the oath, is ſaid, I think, without any founda- 
tion, I do not think worth my while to enter 
into the Diſcuſſion of his vain arguing p. 9,10), 
built on a diſtinction betwixt the word of the 
oath and the oath itſelf, Or, if I could per- 
ſuade myſelf, that he maketh that word of the 
oath, out of As I have fwworn in my wrath, if 
they ſhall enter into my reſt, compared with y 
the 12; I ſhould have the beſt opportunity of 
entangling him. 

But I paſs on to p. 13, where Mr H 


out of many examples produces only one, which 


he thought would be ſufficient for refuting the 


Doctor's Argument for the diſtinction between 
dog with a changeable d, and oe with an 
unc hangeable N. Says he — 

The word dh is one of our unmappicked, 
or imperfect Roots, ending in N, and therefore 
e ought not, in any caſe, to retain its ſaid NI in 
„ declining, And yet this dy maketh its plu- 
ce ral Hd Amaboth, with the N ſo retained, 
% notwithſtanding. And therefore Elohim may 
<« be as well derived from Y in which the 
« 11s, in like manner, unmappicked or im- 


A 


ec perfect.” 


True, 


(14 ] 

True, it doth not make much difference in 
the caſe, that Elohim is maſculine, and Ama- 
hoth feminine: yet, Mr H——y's Objection 
would have been more urgent ; had he pro- 
duced any other Inſtance parallel to Elohim. 
But, not to inſiſt on this, I will reply thus — 
As we juſtly diſtinguiſh betwixt do and h; 
and as I have ſhewn, in the Anſwer Anſwered, 
the difference between Mn /ignaurit, and mn 
tremuit, &c ; ſo between n immorari, and 
i elatum fuit &c; ſo I do not without a good 
reaſon, if I offer the ſame difference betwixt 
od and MR. 

Though oN, wherever it occurs in the He- 
brew, be, as Mr H. ſays, unmappicked, and 
there appear not, in our imperfect Lexicons, ei- 
ther an accurate or eaſily to be perceived diffe- 
rence betwixt Ama or Ame, and Amab, any 
more than at firſt fight appears between Nava 
and Navab, &c ; which is owing to the Maſo- 
retes', and other antient interpreters' careleſſ- 
neſs, or incapacity, and want of ſomewhat more 
{kill both in this Language and its Dialects, or | 
of a more convenient leiſure, or a longer life to 
arrive at the better underſtanding of whatever. | 
they undertook to proſecute : yet, it would be | 
unreaſonable, if any one ſhould conclude, there | 
is in reality no difference in them, becauſe there | 
was hitherto ſeen none: but indeed there is; for ; 
one Nm, viz, with a variable 19, muſt be the - 

. 


fame with the Arabic 1X, d, ancilla 1. ſerua 
fafta fit, euaſit; and the other, viz. with an 
immu! , coincide with the Arab. root NOR, 

| init 


| (15 ] 

inito pacto, uel foedere addixit, promifit, 2) fta- 
tuit, praecepit, et commendauit : Now, as in 
all the Arabic roots, ending in N, this letter is 
conſtantly retained under whatever inflexion and 
derivation ; fo it is in this doe: The Hebrew 
noun Amab then, which keeps its N, as it is 
certainly to be fetched from a root of the ſame 
etymology and meaning (tho' now out of uſe) 
with the Arabic verb juſt mentioned, fignifies 
properly, not ancilla, but any one who iure quo- 
dam obligationis, viz. either being, in ſome re- 
ſpect, /ubjefF, or having any relation, to any 
other, pays, or is to pay, him ſo much regard, 
as to obey him and execute his order; whereas 
even the children are, with regard to their pa- 
rents, and even the wife 1s, with regard to her 
huſband, to do the ſame; and from hence we 
may ſce the reaſon why mater in Arabic is called 
alſo MnnRR from dye, Amab: This primary 
ſenſe, being by the uſage applied particularly to 
maid-ſervants or handmaids, became a ſecon- 
dary; ſo Amab ſignifies handmaid, &c. which 
in Chaldee is MAN, XNTAR (Gen. xx. 17, Ruth 
ii. 13, II Sam. vi. 20, 22, Job. xxxi. 13): But 
Ama, or Ame, which is to be deduced from an- 
other root of the ſame etymology with the Ara- 
bic MN, e, ſignifies properly, not any Hand- 
maid (who may part with her maſter when ſhe 
pleaſes), but a bond-woman, &c. ſerua obnoxia, 
puella bello capta uel aere emta, &c; and this 
in Arab. is H, and in Chaldee don (Ame) or 
Nod, NNDR (Gen. xxi. 10, Deut. xxiii. 17): 
Which Ame if ſome time ſeem to be uſed for an 
band- 
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handmaid only; either we muſt think that ſhe 
formerly was, or ſtill continues, Ame; or that 
the tranſlation is wrong; or rather that 77s uſe 
became gradually more common and general,” 
than to have been confined to a bond-woman, &c. 
only: which point, before I would take here- 
after another opportunity. to give a fuller ac- 
count of it, I leave to my Reader's conſideration : 
I conclude at preſent, tho” there appear no dif- 
ference between Ama and Amab, Ala and Alah, 
as to what they call mappik, yet, as ue 
cannot, nor mult therefore, be thought to be 
fetched from Ama, but from Amab, ſo mD 
not from Ala, but from Alah. WE 

Mr Hy ſeems, p. 14, 15, to be pro- 
voked (!) too much at the Doctor's repreſenting 
the Hebrew Language, as to its primævity, as 
queſtionable and diſputable. 

Perhaps the thing was ſecretly brought to Mr 
H y, and his ear received a little thereof, 
that he may be ſo ſure of the primævity of the 
Hebrew. Not to inſiſt now, that in the Hebrew 
Text there are many foreign words beſide the 
paſſages cited by Mr H——-y p. 23, I aſk only, 
whether he be ſure, or not, that the firſt of 
theſe words p 1992 Gen. xiv. 18, P/alm ex. 4, 
is an Hebrew one? If he ſays. he is not ſure; I 
will aſk, Can he tell me then what Language 
(Abraham,) Moſes and David talked and wrote 
in? or whether they have ſpoken the words of 
the Language which he thinks to be that of 
Paradiſe, always? or, if they uſed - ſometimes 
Chaldee or Syriac, &c; how can he tell me 

which 


[17] 

which is this or that ? and conſequently, whe- 
ther the Hebrew Language, or the Chaldee or 
Syriac, &c. muſt be deemed to be that of Pa- 
radiſe? And if he ſay, he it fare of it, I will 
reply, Cannot he be as eaſily miſtaken in his 
conviction of the primævity of the Hebrew, as 
in this paint? 1952 indeed is a Chaldee, not an 
Hebrew word. He quotes, Pp. 16, Scaliger, who 
diſtinguiſhes the Syr. ph from the Heb. J9n. 
I ſay then that 0 is for 85595 or 1 
melcha*%. © | | 

Or if he fay, he is ſure that 7/ is not He- 
brew; I will aſk, how can he be ſure that the 
Hebrew only muſt have been the Language of 
Adam, rather than both the Hebrew and Chal- 

dee, &c. or the Mother of theſe ? £9 

Page 16—« The ſame diffuſiveneſs of ſenti- 
* ment on the Queſtion of the Hebrew being 


* the Mother of all Tongues, led Dr Sharp to 


think the derivation of the word Elabim from 
c the Arabic Aab, to be ſo very probable and 
« ſpecious as he is pleaſed to ſuggeſt it is, But 
©« the Arabic can have no buſineſs here.” And 
in the firſt page Shewing the abſolute unfit- 
e neſs of the Arabic Tongue to give a rao? to 
e the Divine Name Elobim.“ 

How could the diffuſiveneſs of ſentiment on 
© the Queſtion of the Hebrew being the Mother 
© of all Tongues, lead the Doctor to think the 
word Elohim to be derived from the Arabic 
rather than any other Language, whether [7a- 
lian, or German, &c? Nonſenſe! Mr H 


See more at large in the C enſurer Cenſured. 


ought 


od 


| 
| 
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ought to have ſaid then the Hebrew being ” 
Mother of the Oriental Languages &c ; or, 


leaſt, its being of the ſame Mother with the Ori- 
ental Languages, &c. 


The Derivation of the word Elohim from 
© the Arabic Alaha.” XC. 

We do not derive it merely from the Ariabis, 
but from the Hebrew attended and aſſiſted by 
the Arabic; or, what cometh to juſt the ſame, 
not from the Arabic HR, as only Arabic, but 
from the Hebrew 758, which is not extant in 


the preſent Hebrew Writings that have been f 
handed down to us, yet it is preſerved ſtill in 


the Arabic. Can then the Arabic have no bu- 
ſineſs here? And is it abſolutely unfit &c? 


But © what Poſtel affirms, to wit, that it is a "+ 


© corruption of the Hebrew and Chaldee, is, 
Mr H. ſays, p. 22, © more than probable. ” But 4 
this, compared even with Mr H. s own way of 
thinking, that the Chaldee, Syriac, Samari- 
« fan and Arabic Dialects have been all an- 
t tiently one Language, proves either nothing 
to his purpoſe, or too much, For x551 may 
no leſs properly be ſaid the corruption of P 
roh of n3>Db; mAb of rw Ma of H 
&c, &c ; than the Arabic Dialect is faid to be 
that of the Hebrew and Chaldee : yet the ſaid 
words carry along, and ſo confirm, the ſame 
ſignification their Originals bear; nay they na- 
turally lead us to it. 

But ſtill, the Arabic can have no in 
te here, for (according to the reaſon given in the 
80 Fable) one ſipping below could not poſſibly 


ce trouble 


(19] 
et trouble the water which another drank of 
« higher up the ſtream.” | 
Let then this Fable be ſuited to the preſent 

matter, Mr H. looks upon us as ſipping below, 
and himſelf drinking hrgher up the ſtream : he 
muſt then conceive us to be Lambs, and himſelf 
to be @ (miſchievous) Wolf; who ſeeking for an 
opportunity to aſſault us, ſtopped, after others, 
in the water higber up than us, and, while he 
himſelf troubles it, accuſes us of the whole di- 
ſturbance. However he cannot hurt us; neither 
can, even all the Volſs, divert the proper courſe 
of the ſtream. (And let me here reflect on the 
W aforeſaid Concordance ; 
AM ſeram ouem, certe miſeram, lupo commiſſam !) 
| From the Similitude of fipping below and 
drinking higher up follows alſo, that the Arabic 
can have much buſineſs here (the very reverſe of 
what this example was brought for): For we 
drink of the ſame River with Mr H. and, tho' 
we are ſtopping below, we cannot drink but 
what runs down from the higher part of the 
river: and the reaſon why we do not chuſe to 
{ſtop higher up the ſtream is that we could not 
drink there ſo conveniently, becauſe there the 
river is a good deal narrower and, therefore, 
deeper too, and not ſo clear; but, whereas it is 
much wider, and more ſhallow, here than above 
us, we may, not only enter the ſtream, at once, 
in company with others, but alſo drink with a 


greater pleaſure, ſeeing the clearne/s of the 
water, and the bottom of it. 


But ſtill '** the Arabic can have no buſineſs 
« here for this reaſon that the Ideas of roots 


D 2 ©« muſt 
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0 muſt be ſuitable to their ſubjects, that is, to 
e the Perſons, or things, to which they are ap- 
« plied.” And I fay, that the idea of the Ara- 
bic root FR, to adore, is ſuitable to its Subject, 
that is, to the Object of Worſhip whether to a 
Chriſtian or an Heathen ; conſequently the Ara- 
bic can have much buſineſs here. But he, ignoa- * 
rantly and inconſiderately, excepts p. 18, that | } 
*« God could not be called God, in conſequence ! 
« of this, that He was worſhipped, or was to be / 
“ adored, by men, but he was, on the contrary, 
e to be worſhipped, or adored by men, in conſe, 
«© quence of his being God, and of his being cal- 
« led God. (He ſays, 3 cannot be 3, in conſe- ſe 
quence of this, that it is 1 and 2; but it is 1 tl 
and 2, in conſequence of its being 3.) Let him . 
hearken to me. God is to be adored becauſe of his 
being God, or he that is God or a Supreme Being; 
and becauſe of his being to be adored, he is called 
a Supreme Being (or He that is) to be adored, ; 
viz. mx, MD. Ts 
Page 19—* So that whether this Name were 
« framed to denote any general Attribute of the f. 
« Goodneſs, or the Greatneſs of the Deity ; or the J { 
ce particular ways of his manifeſting, to his crea- bot 
« tures, as an oath, covenant, promiſe, &c. for (be 
« their benefit; ſtill the ſame muſt have been firſt 
properly inberent in Himſelf ; and then would 
« He be adorable by Men, on account of it.” 
What hath been ſaid, excepting the Greatneſs, | 
is a particular reiſon why we are (not only to 
adore Him as God, but) to praiſe Him as Gractous 
God. But in general, He is to be adored, or 


feared, by all rational creatures whatſoever whe- 
ther 


122 1 
ther Angels good and evil, or Men whether ald 
or young, whether Believers or Infidels (even by 
what people uſually call Atbeiſi for, I ſay, in 
reality there is no ſuch perſon, except you call 


ſuch, who is not an unfeigned worſhipper of God 


&c,) ; that is to ſay, by all who, by the internal 
or external Law, acknowledge His Greatneſs and 
Superiority. At leaſt, every rational creature, 
whether compos or non compos mentis, cannot 

help thinking there muſt be ſome Being that is 


ſuperior to him and all his fellow-creatures, 


which, therefore, is o be adored, viz. in reſpect 
of its Superiority and Greatneſs (tho' the proper 
Object of Worſhip is often miſtaken) : and con- 
ſequently, I allow Mr H.'s ſuppoſition (tho' not 
the Poftton) that the Attribute . on 'whoſe ac- 
* count, or, in conſequence of which“ (he that 
is thought to be) (God is 70 be worſhipped, muſt 
c have been” (thought to be) « firſt properly ix · 
« herent in, and to be attributed to, Himſelf,” 

Page 20—“ he, to adore, is a miſwritten 
e word, or made by corruption from a mixture 
« of two other roots, viz, of hy high or lofty, 
6 and 55n, to ſhine; to graiſe. To, wit, oe 
is ſuppoſed to have been made of 55nx5p. Then 
both the yy, and either of the middle Lameds 
beſide the laſt) ſhould be dropt (which never 
can be done); and it would be Hv or , and 


ſtance of want of knowledge. | 
To pals the other groundleſs Afertions, in 


Whis puzz/ed Piece, beſide the above cited and, 


| may flatter myſelf, fairly removed Objections 
dvanced againſt the Doctor and his Princi- 
them 


tranſpaſed again. This nice Derivation is an in- 


TW 405 be 'A 4 e | 
wilÞbe in my 33 =. Boy "lay down 98 
| example of Mr Hes Thxonhideratenefs, and 125 
8 Fogancy, his being beböme vain in his" map 
ginations, being puffed 1 p with corrupt Kn 
ledge, and prqfeſſing hi elf to be wiſe, 75 
- without: ee b. 1) © Theſe Ex- 
«cpliedtions (on Heb, IV. I may poſlibly Þ- 
2 ſtruckire to ſome; z ahd Will, 1 hopes A 
ec ceß table to all who 28 ann Melk, the 
* Hires, even to Dr. , tho“ 
＋ * 85 of another opinion.” 15 He then fu 45 
that none ove and revere the Scriptures, 25 
he and his ſanguinꝰ Adherents, and thoſe who 
blindly follow them in the dark. Suppoſin 
their Opinion to be as true as it is pretended 
yet he ought. not to think chat mene regard the 
Holy Scriptures, with a due reverence, ' beſide 
them; eſpeclally, when their -Opini jon certainly 


is far from being agrecable ty the Senſe 1255 the 
inſpired Writers. 


Cegita, mall, N . n ruminateten.. 
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